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CLEROYNMAN in Donne, 


TO A 


CLERGYMAN in Conk. 


In Anſwer to a 1 publiſhed i in 
Dublin, Dec. 8th, 1749. Vindi- 
cating the Conduct of the Biſhop f 
Cor, in the Degradation of Mr. 4 
Dallas, a 


8 Chap xii, Ver. 13. & 19. 


The Micted is ſnared by the T ranſgreſſion of his Lips, HH 

but the Fuſt fhall come out of Trouble. Ga 
The Lip of Truth ſhall be eſtabliſhed for ever, but a by= 
Ing Tongue is out for a Moment. 
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L E T T E R. Er. 


Dear Sir, 
p 3 Dublin Dec. 9th. 1749s 
OU and I have often admired, when Mr. 
Y D——:s firſt publiſhed the State of his Af. 
fair with his L—ſhip of Cork, that an Anſwer 
was not given on the Biſhop's Side, to ſo ſevere a 
Charge vouched with the Names of particular Per- 
ſons well known, and that his L—ſhip did not- 
clear up ſuch an Imputation on his Conduct and 
Character, while Facts were yet recent, and while 


Words and Things were freſh and W in oa 
; Be 8 . of 2 


And I remember that you frequent! ſurmis'd, 
that hereafter when Words, Facts, and the run 
ſtances of them, ſhould be almoſt forgot; and the 
Impreſſions that were then on Men's Minds, and 
their er 0d Remmentt of foul Play oy 
77% nts... 
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[4] 
truel Uſage ſhould be leſſened by length of Time, 
and worn off: That then there might appear ſome 
erſon to addreſs the Public in Vindication of the 
B-——p's Conduct, who by a plauſible Story, by 
palliating Matters, and by gloſſing and colouring 
over Words and Facts, would puzzle and perplex 
People's Minds and Memories, and thus by making 
the Water muddy, might either attempt to make 
Truth fink to the Bottom, or at leaſt to vaniſh and 
diſappear for awhile. „„ 


This, Sir, is now come to paſs, for after eight 
or nine Months ſilence, yeſterday came out a Pam- 
Phlet, intitled, A Letter from a Clergyman of the 
Dioceſe of Cork to his Friend in Dublin; relating the 
Conduct of the B—p of Cork in the Degradation df 
Mr. D—//—s. Wherein the Author ſo intermingles 
Truth with Falſhood, Facts with Fictions, ſo al- 
ters and confuſes Things with their Order and 
Manner, and ſo narrates the Reaſons for them and 
Converſations upon them : That by a tedious, 
j dull, and infipid Story of Matters varniſhed, miſre- 
| preſented and feigned, he leads us into a wild La- 
Prrinch, and by introducing Dialogues of the Bi- 
ſhop and Dean, of the Biſhop and this Author; 
and then Converſations of this ſame Biſhop with his 
Vicar General, his Clergy, and Mr. Dallas, and 
ſuch a chit chat Tale of what He ſaid, and I ſaid, 
and ſuch tittle tattle of, Is it not ſo, ſays the Biſhop 
to Mr. Dean, and it is juſt fo, as your Lordſhip 
ſays, anſwered the Dean: That he ſeems only to 
have intended to buzz us into Confuſion, in order to 
divert us from Truth and Facts. e 


Before I detect the ſeveral Miſtakes and Evaſion 
| of this Vindicator of the Biſhop's Conduct, I muſts 
| premiſe that his Letter is a Pamphlet of 33 Pages, 
, whereof about 27 contain every minute and indivi- 


dual 


1 


dual Word, ſpoken in ſeveral Converſations eight 
Months ago. Now how marvellous and aſton 
ing muſt that Memory be, that retains ſo much | 
and no leſs amazing and extraordinary mult be the 
Aſſurance of that Man, who pretends to remember 


8 every Word of it, and upon his ſole 


Faith, without any other Authority offered, expects 


our Belief of all he ſays, tho? he has not ſo much as 


ſign'd his Name to his Narrative, which perhaps is 


the only wiſe Step he has taken. 


It muſt be a falſe Rumour, that the B- p of 
4 — 's Brother, Dr. Br—1, is the Writer of this 


Letter, for it is unworthy of him, and I rather 


believe, that an Enemy of his I. —ſnip under 


the Diſguiſe and pretended Name of a Friend, 
has by a ſham Vindication of the Conduct and 
Honour of the Perſon he undertakes to defend, 
wretchedly betrayed his Cauſe and brought a far 
greater Imputation on his Honour, and Conduct, 
than ever Mr. D—//—s attempted, by any thing he 
publiſhed. —For it will be evidently demonſtrated, 
that he has ignorantly given up, or proved the Parts 
of the Story he ſhould have concealed and ſup- 
preſſed ; that he has clear*d, where he ought to have 


charg'd home, and condemned what he took upon 


him to defend. 


| You and I who have a good Remembrance of 
this Affair muſt be amazed to ſee one endeayour not 


only to impoſe on the World for Facts, Things 
which never exiſted, and pervert Men's Words to a 
Meaning they never intended, and contrary to their 
Sentiments, but alſo to put Speeches in the Mouths 


of Men of Senſe, Reaſon and Learning, quite alien 


from their Thoughts and Purpoſes ; and in ſhort, to 


aſſume to himſelf upon the Stock of his nameleſs; 
Credit, the ſole Right of telling the Story his own 


* 
Way, and that without Voucher, Evidence or F bun- 
dation. | 


Mr. DI has narrated Facts, and produced 
Evidences of Perſons, Letters, or Papers fbr what- 
ever he affirmed, and if he has appealed to the World 
in a Falſhood, he has given the Biſhop and his 
Friends vaſt Advantage over him, to detect the Un- 
truths and Impoſitions, and undeceive the World 
in a Matter of ſuch Conſequence to all the Par- 
ties concerned in it: And it was highly the Intereſt 
of the Biſhop to have done ſo early, or if he at- 
tempted it even now, though ſomewhat too late, 
ſhould have been done effectually and demonſtrably 
to the Conviction of all Men. 


I ̃be Sum and Subſtance of Mr. Ds Charge 
againſt the B-p of C-rk is, that when he prepared 
to make a good Defence in this Cauſe, and began 
with giving the B-p legal Notice, that he was to 
plead the Renunciation of the Judge as partial, 
claimed a Nomination of Arbitrators, or Provoca- 
tion to his Grace of Cafhell, whereby either the B-p 
of Cork, was not to be his Judge, or if he ſhould, 
both the B-p and Mr. D—/|—s well knew, that it 
| was impoſſible and impracticable to prove the alled- 
ged Crime, in the Conſſtory Court of Grk : But, 

that he was cut off from this legal and good Defence, 
by Hopes and Promiſes of Favour and Impunity, 
made to him in the B-p's Name, and at his Deſire, 
by Mr. Dean M—d of Cx, and others. That 
Vvpon the Faith of this, he made a frank and free 

Confeſſion of the Fact, but not of Guilt, and an 
intire Submiſſion, and unreſerved and unconditional 
Reſignation to the B-p of C-rk, and that by this he 
ſuffered ; for upon this ſole Submiſſion, the B-p of 
C-rk founded a Sentence of Degradation, and in 
Precipitation, and without due Form of Law, pro- 

| | 5 „ e nounced 


[2] 
nounced it unknown to him, his Lawyers, Civilians 
or Proctor, 


I his is his plain and brief Account without Con- 
| Fuſion and Perplexity, and now let us ſee what this 
| Revd. and learned Vindicator of the B—p's Con- 
duct, anſwers to it. 


This amazing Sophiſter, in Order to prove that 
the B—p of C—rk did not take off Mr. D—-/—s 
from his Defence, or deſire him to confeſs and ſub- 
mit in Hopes of Favour and Pardon, tells us in Page 
8th, but after his unfair and aukward Manner, how 
the Bp contrived by the Mediation of Mr. Dean 

M—4, to prevail with M. D—/I—s to drop his 
Appeal to Caſbell, and fave himſelf from Ruin by 


Submiſſion and Obedience. So that this Vindicator 


allows, that the B-p, Page 8th, treated with Dean 
Md, a Friend and near Relation to Mr. D—l|—s 
about ſaving him, but gives us a fictitious Narra- 
tive of their Converſation, artfully changed, turn- 
ed and twiſted, compoſed at his Leiſure in his Cloſet. 
But the true Converſation on Sunday delivered to 
Mr. D—!l-—s by the Dean on Monday immediately 
following before Perſons of Fortune and Honour, 
will in proper Time appear to the Confutation of 


this pretended Vindicator. He was aware of this, 


and therefore afterwards makes the B-p in Viſitation 
explain it away thus, Page 26, that he only gave 
Hints, Looks, Inſinuations, Geſtures, that he might 
be merciful upon a proper Submiſſion in Mr. 


D— 1 . What a ſtrange Medly is here of pro- 


miſing and half promiſing, revoking and qualify- 


ing, of half owning and half denying what had 


paſſed 
k | The next. Thing you and every reaſonable Man 


Vquld expect, from the propoſed Deſign and way, 


BIKES Ss 


* 
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Uf this obſcure Author, was to ſhew, that Mr. 
D was ſo obſtinate, and hardened, that he 
hindered all the kind Intent of this merciful Biſhop 
and Judge, by refuſing a Submiſſion, but inſtead 
of that, he very ravely acquaints us, Page gh, 
that much apairiſt the B-p's Will, this obdurate and 
hardened Tr anſgreſſor, this perverſe Man, who 
ould wilfully deſtroy himſelf in ſpight of the tender 
B-p, went to Court, confeſſed and ſubmitted, and 
in the 117% Page, for fear we Thontd doubt or for- 


get it, produces a Copy of this fatal Submiſſion and 
Confeſſion. 


© This is a new 100 "ſtrains ge Way 'of defentling the 
Conduct of the Ba and proving the Perverſeneſa 
of Mr. D—II—s. By acquainting us that it was oh 
Sunday the B. p propoſed it to Mr. Dean M- as he 
Was putting on His Habit, and on the very next Tueſ- 
day, this inflexible ſtubborn Mr. Delis Ne -and 
readily makes Submiſſion. 5 


It muſt appear to every Reader, that the Author's 
principal View throughout the whole Letter, is to re- 
_ preſent the B-p as tender, merciful, unwilling to 
eo with Rigour againſt Mr. DIMMs, but do- 

ing it at laſt, in a Hurry, but with great Reluc- 
tancy. And at the ſame Time to deſcribe Mr. 
D, as a ſtubborn, abuſeful, diſobedient Of- 
fender, but, alas! how miſerably has he mage 
boch theſe grand Points of his. 


Let us try now Be! pier theſe two Aſſertions 
of the B-p's Tenderneſs, and Mr. Des Ob- 
ſtinacy, and you will be forprized at his Arguments, 
to prove theſe his main Intents. For 1ſt, he proves 
that his L—ſh-p was tender, merciful and compaſſi- 5 
onate, from his I.—ſh-p's own Lips and Words, for 
* declared ſo firſt in the Court of Common Pleas, and 


_ 


: = Þ 9 
promiſed there to ſave Mr. D—/l-s if his own 
Obſtinacy did not prevent the B-p's pure and chari- 
table Intent, and cites his L—ſh-p's Words for it, 
Page 7th. The ſame merciful Intention is declared 
again to Mr. Dean M——4, and to the Author of 
this Letter in private Conſultation at full Length, in 
Pages 12, 13, 14. And in the Conſiſtory Court, the 
B- p repeats it again, Pages 13 and 16, and final- 
ly, in the Viſitation the B- p proclaims his Mercy 
again. All which Declarations Mr. D, at firſt 
believed, and truſted to them, and you know the 


Event. 


His next Proof of his L—dſh-p's Clemency in- 
ſinuated and ſtrangely carried on throughout the 
whole Letter, is the B—p's Anxiety and Perturba- 
tion of Mind expreſſed to the Author of this Letter, 
and others during the whole Trial. But why does 
not this Author ſpeak out plainly, the Cauſe of this 
Anguiſh? For by doing ſo, he would have cleared 
up the Point of Fact in Diſpute, between his L-ſh-p 
of C-— and Mr. D—/l—s, and ſeeing he has 
omitted it, I ſhall do it with all the Truth, Perſpicui- 
ty and Brevity I can. %% WTR 


Mr. Dean M—4 in. the B-p's Name, propoſed 
a Submiſſion in Court for the Offence, Mr. D—/I—s 
had given to the Authoriy and Juriſdiction of the 
B-p. This Mr. D—/|—s did firſt in Court, and 
again in the Viſitation, and was judged by him and 
moſt of the Clergy, an ample Satisfaction. But 
the B-p wanted a Parade of an inſulting Triumph, 
that in all his Pomp and Pr- de, ſitting in his Throne 
before a Congregation, and the Town gathered 
about to the Spectacle, that Mr. DI ſhould do 
Penance, and read a Confeſſion of Crimes againſt 
| God and Man, Dp ago 


Mrs 


[49] 


Mr. D. I doubts not, nor will diſpute the «inks 
of the B-p's Intention, or his Mercy, but leaves 
that to God, the only Judge of our Hearts, and 
the World will judge of our Intents, by Facts and 
Events, and not by ſolemn Declarations, but the per- 
Plexed Way of the Letter deſcribes it thus, 


The Airances and 8 to Mr. 

D- Is and his F riends we ſee, were ſufficient to 
one his Confeſſion and Submiſſion; but how ſhall 

e make the World believe, that they were not alfo 
ſufficient to bind the B-p to Favour and Pardon. No 
Wonder then, that the Author of this Letter repre- 
ſents him as under violent Struggles, between dif- 
ferent Paſſions, for how could he both break, and 
yet make it a h he had kept his Promiſe. What 
an Agony and Agitation of Mind and Spirits doth 

this Author deſcribe: And no Wonder, for how 
cou'd this Author prove him to be both merciful and 
tender, and yet uſe Mr. D-l&-s cruelly and unbro- 
therly. In a Word, how he cou'd yet break Faith, and 
diſgrace Mr. D. Is, and yet preſerve his Character or --. 
Juitice and Truth? This was the great Conflict, 
and therefore our Author repreſents him all along as 
mighty anxious and uneaſy. And he can beſt re- 
ſolve us, whether all this was a real Concern for poor 
Mr. D-J 5, or is only a Flouriſh of our Author and 
meer Grimace? f 


But it is Tiine to proceed next to ſee hes this 
Author ſucceeds better in proving the other great 
Point, which he fo often repeats, viz. the incorri- 
_ gible Obd uracy of Mr. D I}-s, his continued Inſults 
offered to the Fccleiaſtical Inſtitution, his Diſobe- 
dience and Diſregard to the Epifcopal Office, his 
- Abuſe of the B-p, and evil Treatment of his L-d-p. 
Read over the Letter, he offers not one Inſtance of 
, 3 * ey it 


Lit] 
it either from the Actions or Language of Mr. 
D-lI-s (except one Paragraph in the Apology to be 
anſwered hereafter) on the contrary by his own 
Story, Page 10. of his ready Submiſſion to the Bp, 
his Adverſary in Contradiction to himſelf, and in 
Vindication of Mr. DAs, demonſtrates that this 
whole Charge is falfe, Page 11. 


' Tho? the B-p had not given Mr. D-/-s or his 
Friends any Aſſurances of his Favour upon Submiſ- 
ſion, yet one wou'd think his open and ſincere Ac- 
knowledgment, his unreſerved and ſimple Reſigna- 
tion, to the B-p's Pleaſure, might have entitled him 
to the Tenderneſs of a B- p ſo merciful : And much 
more when the B-p cou'd not be ignorant that it 
proceeded from his own acknowledged Applicati- 
on to Dean Mead. Yet when this abuſeful and revi- 
ling Man, claims the promiſed Tenderneſs from the 
B-p and Court, let any Man judge whether he 
cou'd do it with more Caution and Modeſty, than in 
the following Words of his Apology, Dublin print- 
ed, Pages 12 and 13, 5 | 


« The concurrent Opinion of my Friends, and 
the Aſſurances given me of good Uſage and Safe- 
ty in this Court, together with my own Inclina- 
tions to Peace, made me acknowledge the Fact, 
« and ſubmit. And I hope, I ſhall. not repent of 

it, but meet with the promiſed Tenderneſs and 
„ Regard for a Brother, but once offending, and 


. 


now acknowledging and ſubmitting,” 


But ſays the Vindicator, this Apology was Abu- 
five, an Inſult on, and ill Treatment of the B-p, but 
takes no pains to inform his Readers, of the Reaſons 
hy he thinks it ſo, i PEE 


[ | 12] 


Only to perplex and . us, he calls it a 48 


tition, that People may look for that Abuſe in ſome 
other Paper, which no Man can meet with in the 


Apology. It has now been publiſhed for eight 


Months, and reprinted in London, Dublin, and other 
Places, and no Man but this Author has found Con- 
tempt of Canons, Laws, or Biſhops in it, but it is 
juſtly eſteemed by the World to be an humble Re- 
monſtrance againſt a ſevere Sentence, for what the 


common Senſe of Mankind, judge to be only a Pec- 
cadillo, and a ſmall Offence. © As for his Complaint 


of Mr. D- Is publiſhing it, the B-p had in open 


Court, calld it Falſe, Scandalous and Malicious, 
and ſo laid him under a Neceſſity of ſhowing People 
what this condemned Paper was, left they ſhou'd 


think it ſomething worſe. 


In Page 15. the Author of this Epiſtle, quote 
the Paſſage of the Apology he calls Inſolent, and by 
which Mr. D-I- s uſed the B-p of (-, ſo as no 
Biſhop was ever treated in his own Court, and in the 
midit of his Clergy. For, ſays he, at the latter End 
of his Petition, he bids the B-p lay his Hand upon 
his Heart, and look up to that God, who is to be 
the Judge of the Quick and of the Dead, Sc. I 
cannot find out the Abuſe and Affront offered to the 
| B-p1 in all this. 


Had Mr. D. Als ſtood before the Tribunal of a 
King, or an Emperor, where was the Affront to ap- 


an in mind, that he is accountable to Almighty 


God, the Supreme Judge of the World? Was it an 
| Infult and Abuſe for St Paul at Cæſar's Tribunal, 
to Reaſon before Felix the Roman Governor, of Judg- 
ment to come, which the ſacred Writer tells us, 
made him tho a Heathen tremble ? ? And was - 
is 


xal to the God of Truth, or to put any mortal 
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L 13.1 
this Apology directed to che Vicar General, the Sur- 
rogate, and all the Clergymen who were to aſſiſt the 
B-p, and among them, where was the ill Treat- 
ment, the Abuſe to ſay, we muſt all appear before 
the Judgment Seat of Chriſt ? 1 wiſh this dark and 


myſterious Writer wou'd explain himſelf, and make 


us know how this was reviling and abuling a 
B-p. 1 


Had the Author of this Letter, wrote with more 


Light, Sincerity and Candor, he wou'd have plainly 
told us that Mr. D-A＋-· s Obſtinacy, ſo hateful] to the 


'B-p was, becauſe he cowd. not, conſiſtent with Rea- 
ſon, Conſcience, or Truth, Sign in the Viſitation, 
and read in the Congregation, the B-p's Form of 


Submiſſion, offered to him in the Viſitation. But he 


takes care always to touch this Part of the Story ob- 
ſcurely, and endeavours to throw his Reader into 


Perplexity and Obſcurity about it. 


This Form we have in Mr. D-Als's Narrative, 
Dublin printed, Pages 26, 27, 28 and 29. In which 
Mr. D.-A-s was by the B-p's Order, to confeſs him- 
ſelf, and conſequently all Clergymen who had done 
ſo, by marrying any Couple in a private Houſe, 
guilty of a high Crime, worthy of Degradation, 
and to profeſs Repentance for it openly in the Con- 
gregation, to own that he had oppoſed the Inſtituti- 
on of Jeſus Chriſt, and of his Apoſtles ; that he had 


denied the Authority of the Biſhops, of Laws, Ci- 


vil and Eccleſiaſtical, that he had calumniared the 
Church, the Biſhops, the Clergy, the Canons, that 
for all this he was not even an Object of Mercy and 


Compaſſion, but very worthy of Infamy and De- 


gradation, Sc. Sc. I expected that this Vindica- 
tor wou'd have attempted to prove that Mr. D-/l-s 


woas guilty of all theſe Crimes and Miſdemeanours, 


Hut as this was not to be donc, chat he wou'd have 
| 3 proved 


. 
proved that this righteous Judge as he calls him, had 
good Right and Reaſon to force a Clergyman 
into ſuch a Confeſſion, whether he was conſcious to 
himſelf of Guilt, or not; and that in Caſe he refuſed 
Obedience to ſuch a Command, that for that Stub- 
borneſs, and not for the Marriage of Mr. Ol v-r, he 
cou'd with Juſtice, degrade him—and finally, from 
the Thread of his Diſcourſe, he was to ſhow that all 
this was Mercy and Lenity, in order to compleat the 
| 1— of the Conduct he took upon him to de- 
end. abs 8 


And thus I have gone thro' the general Subject of 
this Letter, and Facts in Diſpute, as far as this Wri- 
ter has treated them, and as well as I cou'd trace 
out this dark and myſterious Vindicator, thro* all 
the intricate Mazes, and in Spight of the thick Fogs 
and Miſts, which either thro' Deſign, or a confuſion 
of Thought, he has caſt upon his Subjet.—His 
Narrative of Facts agrees in Matter, but not in Man- 
ner with that publiſhed by Mr. D-//-s, only he takes 
q Care to omit every Thing that makes for him, to 
j gloſs over what he cannot well deny, and make a 
] ' plauſible Excuſe, or cover with a multiplicity 
of unmeaning and unintelligible Words, what he 
deſpairs to vindicate. OY. 


The remaining Part of the Letter conſiſting moſtly 
of different Words, Speeches and Converſation from 
thoſe repreſented by Mr. D-//-s, will depend chiefly 
upon Teſtimony of Perſons preſent, and in my next, 
I ſhall point out the many Contradictions often to 
Truth, and ſometimes to himſelf. The numerous 
Miſtakes, Abſurdities, and ſuperfluous Repetitions, 
uſed by this Epiſtolary Author, will afford ſubject 
enough for a Letter or two more, after I ſhall have 
your Anſwer, and know your Sentiments of this 

Vindicator's Letter. But becauſe there is netting 


when call'd on to make them good. 


1 151 
rude and uncivil, as well as very unpleaſant and dif- 
agreeable, for Gentlemen and Clergymen, to charge 
one another with Contradictions, and to prove and 
diſapprove groſs Miſtakes, I hope the Author of 
this Letter will either retract about 30 or 40 of 
them, whoſe Page and Line I have mark'd, or 
prepare ſuch Proof and Vouchers for them, be- 
ſides his own Word, that he may be at no Loſs 
For bare- 
ly to deny and contradict where the Letter has ſo 
roundly aſſerted, wou'd be to engage in endleſs 
Altercation, and Evidence of Witneſſes preſent, 
muſt and can only decide it. But J am ſure it will 
appear in the Sequel of this Diſpute, that every 
Converſation, Speech and Tranſaction, is unfairly 
and groſly miſrepreſented in this Letter. 


His Uſage of Mr. Dean M—4, whom he makes 
the Tool of all the B-p's Schemes, and the Eccho to 
all his Yeas and Noes, will undoubtedly meet with 
a deſerved Reply. And his Miſrepreſentation of the 
Words and Speeches of the Vicar General and other 
worthy and learned Clergymen who ſpoke in the Vi- 
fitation, April laſt, will make him ſubje& to their 
_ juſt Animadverſions, which I think he had better 
not merited. They have Parts and Spirit enough to 
defend themſelves, and no doubt will judge, that 
they have as good a Right, to relate their own 
Words, and tell their own Story as either this Vin- 
—_—_ -.-- + 


Before I conclude, I proteſt that to the beſt of my 
Knowledge and Memory, I cannot recollect that any 
Clergyman who ſpoke in that Viſitation, introduc'd 
the Clergy of Dublin, as treating the Directions of 
his Grace, the Archbiſhop of Dublin, with the Diſ- 
reſpect and Diſregard mentioned by the Writer of 
This Letter. 3 1 
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